
Hamilton Bank, N.A. (the “Bank”), Ebuardo A. Masferrer and Maria F. 

Dim (collectively, ”Respondents”), by and through their undersigned attorneys, Paul, 

liastings, Janofsky L Walker LLP, hereby respond to the Federal Election Commission’s 

(the “FEC”) Interrogatories as follows: 

G3NERA.L ~~~~~~~~ 

Respondents hereby make the following general objections applicable to 

each and every one of the FEC’s interrogatories: 

A. Respondents ob-ject to each interrogatory to the extent that it seeks 

the disclosure of privileged communications, attorney’s work-product, andor other 

privileged material, including material prepared by or for counsel in anticipation of or 

after the commencement of th is pioceeding (Objection on the ground of “Privilege”). 

€3. Respondents objzct to each interrogatory to the extent that it seeks 

confidential, persaaal, proprietary business or cornmerciai informalion (Objection on the 
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C. Respondents object to each interrogatoos). to the extent that it 

requires them to ide:nti€y persons and/or describe inforrna.iion known to or under the 

controi of other -persons (Objection on the ground of “ControI”). 

D. Respondents object to each interrogatory to the extent that i t  calk 

for infomation that relates to matters not covered by these proceedings, is not material 

and necessary tu the prosecution or defense of this proceeding, is irrelevant. or 

unreasonably requires Respondents to speculate as to the nature and/or scope of the 

information sought (Objection on the ground of “Relevmce”). 

E. Re.spondents object to each interrogatory to the extent that it  is 

overbroad or vexatious, or seeks infomiation that is unduly burdensome to obtain, or calls 

for Respondents to investigate for and provide information that the FEC has in its 

possession, including requests for ‘‘all’’ persons when all relevant facts can be obtained 

from fewer than ‘W’persons (Objection on the ground of ‘YJndue Burden“). 

F. Respondents object to each interrogatory to the extent that it i s  

ambiguous or otherwise vague (Objection on the ground of “Vagueness”). 

Respondents assert each of the Cen.eral Objections set forth above to each 

ofthe FEC’s interrogatories. In addition to the General Ohjections set forth above, 

Respondents may also state other specific objections to interrogatories where appropriate, 

including objections that are not generally applicable to d l  of the interrogatories. By 

setting forth such specific objections, Respondents do not intend to Iimit or restrict the 

General Objections set forth above. To the extent that Respondents respond to 
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interrogatories to which they object, such objections are not waived by responding to 

each interrogatory. Respondent's failure to object to an interrogatory, or their statement 

that they will respond to an interrogatory, is not an indication that they are actually able 

to answer such interrogatory. 

Respondents further state that their review of the events relating to this 

matter is ongoing. md that Responses and Objections reflect the information that 

Respondents currently have obtained. Respondents reserve the right to supplement or 

revise these Responses and Qbjectiens as dditionnl information becomes available. 

~~~~~~~~~~~ TO ~ E ~ ~ ~ I ~ ~ ~ ~ $  AND ~ N $ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  

Respondents object to each of the definitions contained in the FEC's 

interrogatories to tlhe extent that the purported definitions of particular terms extend 

beyond or vary from their generally accepted semantic or legal meanings, m d  otpject to 

each of the instructions contained in the interrogatories to the extent that they purport to 

impose obligations on Respondents that exceed or vary from that required by law. 

I ~ ~ i ~ ~ e ~ ~ ~ ~ i o ~  of "ideatiff: 

Respondents object to the definition of the tern1 "'Identiff with respect to 

a person" on the ground of Confidentiality, Control and Relevance. 
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Respondents object to Interiogatory No. 1 on the grounds of Relevance 
and Vagueness. Subject to and without waiving these objections, the current senior 
officers of Mamilton Bank and the dates they took such offices are: 

Eduardo A,. Masferrer 
Chairman ofthe Board and Chief Executive Officer 
March 1, I!>$& 

Maura A. Asosts 
Executive Vice-President 
May 1 ,  I988 

Juaa Carhas Beranst? 
President 
December 16, 1997 

J. Reid Bingham, Esq. 
Secretaiy and General Counsel 
October 1, 1996 

Maria F. Diaz 
Senior Vice-president for Finance 
June 26,1996 

Sergio Sotoloago 
Senior Vice-president for International Ba~ ik i~g  
June 26, 1!Wh 

Adolf~ Martinez 
Seriior Vice-president 
October 28, I994 
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Guilllnrmo Gomr4 
Senior Vice-President for Corporate Trade 
Jammy 15,1998 

Soha kclabs 
Senior Vice-president 
Januar)i 26,1998 

Rector Rarnirez 
Senior Vice-President for Structure Finance 
March 25, s 998 

Claudia Melgoerre 
Senior Vice-president for Discount and Forfeiting 
August 19, 1998 

The busixiess address and telephone number for these senior officers is: 

Hamilton Bank, N.A. 
3750 N.W. 87" Avenue 
Miami, FL 33178 
(305) 71 7-5500 

Interrogatory N 5 , 2  

Please identify si1 person(s) with ~~~~o~~~ to approve e x ~ e n ~ ~ ~ ~ r ~ §  by 
the Bank in 1996. 

Respondents object to Interrogatory No. 2 on the grounds of Reelevance 

and Vagueness. Siubjeject to arid without waiving these objections, the following 

guidelines applied with respect to the approvd of expenditures by the Bank in 1996: 



... 
d 
5 . .  . .  

Amount and Tvne of@xpensg  

Lease and Rental Contracts 

less ,than $25.000 

525,000 - $ro,ooo 

mor(: than. $50,000 

less than $5,000 

$5$00 to $ i 0,000 

$10,001 to $50,000 

more than $50,000 

Legal Services 

$7,501 or less 

$7,502 to $15,000 

$15,001 to $49,999 

$50,000 and over 

Vice-President for Finance and Head 
of division requesting procurement 

ChairnardCEO and Vice-President 
for Finance 

GhairrndCEO, any hvo members of 
the Board of Directors, and the Vice 
President for Finance 

Vice-President for Human Resources 
and Head of division requesting 
procurement 

Vice-president for Finance and 
Head of division requesting 
procurement 

ChairmadCEO and Vice-president 
for Finance 

Board of Directors 

General Counsel 

Vice-president for Finance and 
General Counsel 

ChairmdCEQ 

Board of Directors 
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$2,500 to $4,995) 

I5 ,OOO to $9,999 

$10,000 to $50,000 

mose than $50,000 

$250 to $2,499 

$2,500 EO $9,999 

$l0,000 to $24,999 

$25,000 to $50,000 

Pawchasing Manager and Head of 
division requesting procurement 

Vice-President for Human Resources 
and Head of division requesting 
procurement 

Vice-President for Finance and 
Head of division requesting 
psocllrcmennt 

ChainnadCEO arid Vice-president 
for Finance 

ChaimanlCEO andl any two 
Membm of the Board of Directors, 
and the Vice President for Finarice 

MailPuPchasing GIerk and the Head 
of the Division requesting the 
procurement 

Purchasing Manager and the Head of 
the division requesting the 
procurement 

Vice-President for Human Resources 
and the Head of the division 
requesting the procurement 

Vice-President for Finance and 
Head of division requesting 
procurement 

Chaiman/CEQ and Vice-president 
for Finance 
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more than $50,000 Ch&man/CEO md any two 
members of the Board of Directors, 
and the Vice-President for Finance 

On April 1,1996 the Bank and/or i ts  ~ h ~ i r ~ a n ,  Edaasdo A. 
Masferrer, received a solicitation far a S§cO,O@@ coaetribution to the ~ ~ ~ o ~ r a t ~ c  
National Comrnitiea? (“DNC”) for the purchase of an annual trustee  be^^^^ 
from Howard M. Glickerp, Directar of the Natiomal Finance Bard. On April 26, 
1996, the Bank made a contribution by means of B check in the ~~o~~~ of $50,000 ta 
the DNC for the purchase o f  an annual trustee ~e~~~~~~~~ on ~ ~ ~ a ~ ~ o ~ ~ s .  
Masferrer. Pleast: identify all person(s) who ~ ~ q ~ ~ ~ $ ~ d  ~~~~~ a ~ ~ h o ~ e ~  this 
expenditure by the Bank, and explain each persaw’s role in the transaction. 

Response to InterroaatoE No. 3: 

Respondents object to Interrogatory No. 3 on the grounds of 

Confidentiality, Reievance, Undue Burden, and Vagueness. Respondents further object 

to the use in Interrogatory No. 3 of the phrase “for the purchase of an annual trustee 

membership on behalf of Mr. Masferrer,” which rnlscharacterizes the state of the evidence 

in this case. Read literally, the correct response to Interrogatory No. 3 is tkat no one 

requested andor authorized the purchase of an a n n u l  trusiee membership on behalf of 

Mr. Masferrer. Baed on the inquiry conducted by Respondents to date, and subject to 

and without waiving t ime object.ions, the following information is responsive to this 

Interrogatory: 
I 

Sometime in the early Spring 1996, Mr. Masferrer held conversations with 

Charles Dusseau, the former Secretary of Corrimerce of Florida. Mr. Dusseim advised 

Mr. Masferrer thalt contributing to the Democratic National Committee (the “DNC”) 
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would be good business “for the Americas.”i’ Subsequently, on April 1, 1996, Mr. 

Masferrer received a follow-up letter from Howard Tvi. Glicken, Director ofthe DNC’s 

National Finance Board, soliciting a $50,000 contribution from the Hank to the DNC.”‘ 

After receipt of Mr. Glicken’s letter, Mr. Masfener met with Ms. Diaz and 

his Acting General Counsel, Amin  Seifart, concerning the legality of a contribution to 

the DNC. Subsequently, Mr. Seifart sought outside lega! advice on the same issue. 

Pending legai approval from Mr. Seifzrt, Mr. Masfener advised Ms. Qiaz tQ prepare the 

necessary paperwork to process the contribution. 

On April 18, 1996, Ms. Diaz initiated the “Purchase Requisition” form for 

the check. At that time, Ms. Dim initiated the form using the only information available 

to her at the time -- information contained in Mr. Glicken’s April 1 letter, including the 

“Trustee Membership” designation. However, Ms. Diaz directed her staff to hold the 

Purchase Requisition and issuance of the check until she had received legal approval for 

the contribution. 

- I! 
transactions in Latin America. 

The Bank historically has obtained over two-thirds of its net income from 

- 2/ Although Iblir. Glicken’s letter describes the “cost and benefits of becoming a 
trustee member of the DNC,” the facts indicate that Mr. Masferrer did not receive the 
enumerated benefits. In fact, Mr. Masferrer attended only two events as a result of the 
contribution - the April 29 Presidential Gala in Miami, which anyone could have 
attended by paying for a table, and one of the I996 White House Christmas parties. 
Furthermore, Mr. Masferrer never received “preferential treatment for appointments to 
Boards and Commissions.” 
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Upon receiving legal approva!. from Mr. Seifart, Mr. Masfcrrer discussed 

making the contribution with the Bank's Board of Directors. On April 23, 1996, the 

Board ofnirectors approved the contribution and requested Ms. Diaz to issue the check. 

During the next few days, Mr. Dusseau communicated several times with 

Ms. Diaz, who adviscd Mr. Dusseau that she wouid not release a check unless and untii R 

legal opinion was received approving the contribution. Mr. Dusseau arranged for Joseph 

Sandler, the DNC's General Counsel, to provide a legal opinion. IJpon receiving Mr. 

Sandler's opinion on April 26, 1996, hls. Diaz advised her staff to forward the Purchase 

Requisition form, along with Mr. Glicken's April I letter and Mr. Sandler's opinion, to 

the Rank's Accounts Payable Department. An Accounts Payable staff member then 

completed the Purchase Requisition using information contained in Mr. Sandler's 

opinion. However, the staff member inadvertedy faiied to revise the information 

previously included in the Purchase Requisition to ieflect that the contribution -and the 

check - should be made to the DNC's Building Fund as indicated in the legal opinion. 

Using the incorrect information listed on the Purchase Requisition, an accounts payable 

clerk typed a check made payable to the DN'C instead of the DNC - Building Fund. 

Interrollatow No. 4: 

WDCH00539.1 
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-No. 4; 

Respondents object to interrogatoty No. 4 on ihe grounds of Privilege, 

Confidentiality, Relevance and Vagueness. Subject to and without waiving these 

objections, the following information is responsive to this intenogatory: 

a. The Accounts Payable Department processes the paperwork necessary to 

make payments in ixsponse to requests for contributions to charitable or other 

organizations. 

b. The person(s) responsible for determining whether a contribution would 

be made by the Bank were John Stumpff, Senior Vice-President for Administration (for 

conrri'nuti6ns unde:r $5,000); and Mr. Masferret-, IvIs. Diaz and the Rank's Board of 

Directors (for all other contributions). 

Piease identify all pemon(s) who solicited the Bask for the 
contribution to the DNC, explain the ~ e % ~ ~ ~  by which the Bank was solicited, and 
give the date($) on which the soiicifation(s) were received verbally and/or in writing. 

~~~~5~~~~~ No. 5: 

Respondents object to Interrogatory No. 5 on the grounds of 

Confidentiality, Control, Relevance, Undue Burden and Vagueness. Subject to and 

without waiving these objections, Respondents respond to this Interrogatory as follows: 

a. Mr. Dusseau had conversations with Mr. Masfemr about making a 

contribution to the: DNC in early Spring of 1996. 
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b. On hpri.! 1, 1996, Mr. Glicken sent Mr. MasfePrer a solicitation letter 

requesting a contribution. 

6: 

Please state the method hy whish the ~ ~ 0 ~ ~ ~ 0  Bank oheels sited Can 
Interrogatory 3, was transmitted to the DNC, cg., regular mail, ~ a n ~ ~ ~ e ~ ~ ~ e r e ~ ~  If 
the contribution was ~ ~ n d " ~ ~ ~ ~ v e r e ~  lo  the DNC QX- to a ~ ~ ~ r e s e n ~ a ~ ~ v ~  ofthe DNC, 
phase identify the person .rvh ~ ~ ~ ~ v e r € ~  ths check for the Bank and the person whe 
received the check for the DNC. 

ResplomB to ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ Q ~ a ~ Q ~  No. 6; 

Respondents object Po Interrogatory No. 6 on the grourids of 

Confidentiality, Rcievance and Vagueness. Subject to a.nd without waiving these 

objections, Respondents respond as follows: 

Upon information and belief, the contribution check from the Bank was 

transmitted to the DNC via United States Mail. 

JntearoPatow N o z  

Has the Bank mndc any other contribution(s) from any of its a ~ ~ o ~ ~ ~ ~  

wDCllW539.1 12 



Response tQ Interrogatory N o . 3  

Respondents object to Interrogatory No. 7 an the grounds of 

Confidentiality, Relevance, Undue Burden and Vagueness. Subject to and without 

waiving thesc objections, Respondents respond as fdlows: 

The Bank has not made any other contributions from any o f  its accounts to 

the DNC since Jmuxy I ,  1996. 

Dated: Na~ernber 12, 1998 

Respectfully submitted, 

E. Lawrence Barcella, Jr. 
Scott M. Flicker 
A. Eduardo Balarezo 
1299 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Tenth Floor 
Washington, DC 20004 
(202) 508-9500 

Attorneys for Hamilton Bank, N.A., 
Eduurdo A.  Massferrer und Muria F. Dim 
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The undersigned hereby declare under penalty ofperjury that the foregoing Responses to the 

Commission's Interrogatories arc tnie and correct. 



- 
In ihe Matter of i 

1 

ED’JARDO A. M A S F E N R ,  and 1 
MARIA F. DIM 1 

HAMILTON BANK N.A., 1. MUR 4806 

Introdkactionn 

Hamilton Bank, N.A. (the "Bade"), Eduardo A. Masferrer, and Maria F. 

Dim (collectively, “Respondents”), by and through ?heir undersigned attorneys, Paul, 

Hastings, Janofsky & Walker LLP, hereby respond to the Factual and Legal Analysis (the 

“FEC Analysis”) of the Federal Election Commission (the “FEC“) presented in support of 

the FEC’s finding oFa reason to believe there has been a violation of the Federal Election 

Campaign Act of 1971, CIS amended (the “Act”). This Response is being submitted 

concurrently with Respondents’ Responses and Objections to the FEC‘s Interrogatories.“ 

Respondents accept the FEC’s Statement ofthe Law. Respondents note, 

however, that a “willful” violation ofthe Act exists only in the case of“‘defiance or such 

L/ 
Interrog. No’. -.’I 

Citations to those Responses and Objections will be referred to herein as ”Resp. 

wDW101275.1 



reckless disregard ofthe consequences as to be equivalent to a knowing, C O ~ S C ~ Q ~ S ,  and 

deliberate flaunting of the Act.”’z’ 

On April 26, 1996, the Bank issued Expense Check No. 043264 in the 

amount of$50,000, payable to the order cf “’Democratic National Committee, 430 South 

Capitol Street, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003.” As the efisuing discussion ofthe facts 

will show: 

* This check was issurd only afrer the Bank had obtained a witten opinion dated 

April 24, 1996, kom Joseph E. Sandler, General Counsel ofthe Democratic 

National Committee (“DNC”), advising the Bank that ”it is lawful for the [DNC] 

to accept a contribution to its Building Fund account from a national bank.’’2‘ Mr. 

Sandles’s letter advised, near the middle of page two, that “Checks to the Building 

Fund should be made payable to DNC - Building Fund.” 

0 The Bank, Mr. Masferrer and Ms. Dim intended and attempted fully to comply 

with the Act in seeking advice ofcounsel, obtaining the written opinion of die 

DNG and holding the purchase requisition and delaying issuance ofthe check 

untif such advice was obiained. 

- 21 
(quoting Frank hey Jr., inc. v. Occupational Sa&?@ and ffealih Review Conrm ‘n, 5 19 
F,2d 1200, I207 (3d Cir. 1974), reh’ggrantedand opinion vacated, 518 F.2d 1215 (3d 
Cir. I975)(en banc), cert. granted, Atlas Roofing Co. v. Occupational Safety and Health 
Review Comm ’n, 424 1J.S. 964 (1976), a f d ?  430 U S .  422 (1977)). 

AFL-CIO v. FEC, 628 F.2d 97,101 (D.C. Cir.)9 cert. denied, 449 U S .  982 (1985) 

- 31 
(attached hereto as Exhibit 1). 

See Letter dated April 24, 1996, from Joseph E. Sandler to Armin Seifart 
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. The failure of the Ban!! to issue the check to “DNC - Building Fund” was pure 

inadvertence and clerical error. Furthermore, according to a June 16, 1997, letter 

from the DNC, tfir fact that the Bank’s check was not deposited in the DNC’s 

Buiiding Fund account -the effective conduct that resulted in any violation of 

the Act that has occurred 

contribution and does not reflect any mistake on the part ofthe Bank.”?’ 

“was m error by the DNC staff who processed the 

In short. the facts do not fairly provide even a r e son  io believe that a violation of the Act 

has occurred, much less probable cause to that, effect. 

Following receipt of the FEC’s “reason to believe” finding, counsel for 

Respondents commenced a preliminary inquiry regarding the payment in question. Far 

from revealing a violation of the Act, that inquiry has, to date, uncovered only clerical 

encrr foilowing a thorough and commendable effort by Respondents to comply with the 

Act. 

The FEC is correct that the Bank’s payment followed a solicitation by 

representatives of the DNC ts Eduardo Masferrer, chairman ofthe Bank. However, it is 

not the case that Mr. Masferrer ever intended that he would obtain apersonal benefit if 

the Rank were to make a contribution to the DNC. Mr. Masferrer originally was 

contacted regarding a contribution to the DNC by Charles Dusseau, the former Secretary 

of Commerce of Florida. During their conversations, Mr. Dusseau advised Mr. Masferrer 

41 
hereto as Exhibit 2). 

See Letter dated June 16,1997, from Joseph E. Sandler to Maria Dim (attached 
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that a contribution by the Bonk to the DNC would be good for the Americas.$’ (See Resp. 

Interrog. No. 3). On April 1 ,  1996, Howard Glicken, Director ofDNC’s National 

Finance Board, sent Mr. Masferrer a letter in which Mr. Glicken purported to “confirm 

she various conversations” Mr. Masferrer had with Mr. Dusseau “about becoming a 

Trustee ofthe Democratic National Commhe.”‘  However, Mr. Glicken was not a 

party to the conversations between Mr. Dusseau and Mr. Masferrer, both ofwhom clearly 

intended that the payment would be made by the Gank and for the Bank. In fact, the 

penultimate paragraph of Mr. Glicken’s letter is devoted to “possibilities . . . regarding 

benefits in relation to” the Bank’s activities. (Exhibit 3 ,  at 2). 

Moreover, most of the “benefits of Trusteeship” which form the basis for 

the FEC’s conclusion thai Mr. Masferrer sought personal gain through the contribution to 

the DNG in fact were never received by Mr. Masferrer.2’ Mr. Masfener never sought or 

received any “preferential treatment for appointments to Boards and Commissions” or 

other so-called ”Trustee benefits” recited in Mr. Glicken’s letter. (See Resp. Interrog. No. 

s/ 
transactions in Latin America. 

The Bank historically has obtained over two-thirds of its net income from 

61 
(attached hereto as Exhibit 3). 

- 7/ 
1996 in Mvpiami, which he attended with other members ofthe Bank’s board of directors. 
In fact, this Gala could have hcen attended by anyone, provided they paid for a table. 
Later that same evening he also attended a smaller, related gathering of approximately 68 
persons. He also received ari invitation to the White House Christmas party in December 
1996. (Sze Resp. linterrog. No. 3) .  

See Letter dated April 1, 1996, from Howard M. Glicken to Eduardo A. Masferrer 

Mr. Mmferrer attended two events. There wis a Presidential Gala on April 29, 
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3, at ml). Mr. Glicken’s promotional statements in his April i letter are insufficient to 

establish that Mr. Masferrer’s harbored any intent to obtain personal gain through a 

contribution by the Bank. Mr. Masferrer’s true intent - to ensure that both he and the 

Bank h l f y  complied with the Act -- instead is exemplified by the fact that Mr. Masfener 

proceeded to obtain legal advice regarding the abiiitjj ofthe Bank to make a contribution. 

Thus. after receiving Mr. Glicken’s April 1 letter, Mr. Masferrer met with 

Ms. Dim, Senior Vice President for Finance and Comptroller afthe Bank, and Mr. Amin  

Seifart, then Deputy Generai Counsel of the Bank, and instructed them to ascertain the 

legality of a contribution by the Bank to the E”. Mr. Seifkrt sought the advice of 

outside Legal counsel regarding !he rcquirements ofthe Act. (See Resp. Interrog. No. 3). 

Meanwhile, on Apii! 18, Ms. Diaz initiated a Bank Purchase Requisition 

form, filling out only the infirmation that was available to her at that time; ie., the 

information contained on Mr. Glicken’s April 1 1ettes.g Although Ms. Dim initiated the 

Pilrchase Requisition on April 18, md she and Mr. Masfener signed the approvals for the 

requisition on this date, M s .  Diaz specifically instructed the Bank’s clerical staffnot to 

proceed with issuance of a check until a legal opinion was obtained. (See Resp. Interrog. 

No. 3). Between April I. 8 and April 26, Ms. D i u  had a number of conversations with 

81 
National Committee.” In initiating the Requisition Order, Ms. Diaz entered as the 
purpose of the requisition: “Clemocr~~ic-National-.~o~~ittee Annual Trustee 
Membership.” She obtained this information firom the last h e  of the first paragraph of 
the second page of the April 1 letter (which she highlighted). See highlighted copy of 
April 1, 1996 Letter (attached hereto as Exh,hibit 4). The highlighting appears in the 
original. 

Thc April I letter directed that the check be “made payable to the Democratic 
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both Mr. Dusseau and Mr. Sandler in which she indicated that she was awaiting a legal 

opinion before the check would be issued. 

On April 25, 1996, Mr. Sandier, the PNC’s General Counsel, sent a legal 

opinion confirming that the Bank could legally contribute to the DNC’s Building Fund 

account?’ Ms. Dim forwarded Mr. Sandler’s Letter to the Bank’s Accounts Payable 

Department. (“;.e Resp. Intenog. No. 3). It is at this stage that the clerical error occurred. 

The Purchase Requisition form that had been fillcd out by Ms. Diaz on April 18 for a 

check to the “Democratic-~ational-Committ~e Axknual Trustee Membership” was not 

revised by the Bank’s Accounts Payable staff to reflect the proper payee: the Democratic 

National Committee Ruiidiag Fund. The check was issued on April 26, 1996, and mailed 

out on or about that date.@’ 

Apparently, upon receipt of the Bank‘s check - which very clearly was 

drawn on the funds of a national bank - DNC staff inadvertently deposited the check in 

91 
notation that it was sent on April 25.) 

JQ/ 
relying on its contents, is established by several facts. First, the check post-dates receipt 
ofthe Smdler opinion. Second, the check issuance information box stamped on the 
Purchase Requisition foran is dated April 25, 1996, and bears the marks md initials of a 
member ofthe Accounts Payable staff. Third, when Ms. Diaz received Mr. Sandler’s 
opinion, she gave it to an Accounts Payable employee who highlighted the “430 South 
Capitol Street, S.E.” address for the DNS, on the bottom of the facsimile cover sheet 
accompanied the opinion letter. See highlighted copy of the April 24 letter (attached 
hereto as Exhibit 5). This highlighted address inr‘cprmation was used by the Accounts 
Payable clerk to type: the DNC address directly on the check. The highlighting appears in 
the original. 

See Exhibit 1.  (The facsimile cover sheet for this fetter bears a handwritten 

That the check was issued subsequent 10 receipt of Mr. Sandier‘s opinion, and 
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the DNC’s non-federal corporate account. In June 1997, after the error was discovered 

(and prior to the FEC’s involvement in this matter), Mr. Smdler of the DNC sent the 

Bank a letter specifically stating that the Bank‘s check “was inadvertently deposited in 

the DNC’s non-federal corporate account, but should have been deposited in the DNC’s 

Building Fund account. This was an error by the DNC staff‘ who processed the 

contribution and does not reflect any mistake on the part ofthe Bank.”fi’ Mr. Sandler’s 

Ieltcr also stated that the DNC “will immediately transfer this contribution from the non- 

federal corporate account to the Building Fund, and correct its records accordingly.”g 

AlnnksEs 

As tile foregoing factual statement shows, ‘and contrary to the conclusions 

set forth in the FEC’s Analysis, there simply i s  no basis to conclude that a “knowing and 

willful” violation of 2 U.S.C. $44iik-$a) has occurred. The FEC’s Analysis recites four 

grounds for contending that the Bank never intended to contribute to the DEJC Building 

Fund. All four of these contentions lack a basis in fact. 

1. Mr. Gllsken’s Letter 

The FEC’s Analysis first asserts that Mr. Glicken’s April 1, 1996, letter 

fails to mention the DNC Building Fund, but rather addresses the advantages of 

- 1 I /  

E/ Id. 

See Exhibit 2. 
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becoming a trustee member of the DNC.!-” PIowver, the statements of Mr. Glicken, who 

is not a Respondent and is not affiliated with the Bank in any way, carmot serve to 

establish the Respondents’ intent with respect to the payment to the DNC. Moreover, as 

detailed above, Mr. Glicken’s letter predates by several weeks any payment by the Bank 

to the DNC, which was made only aker the Bank obtained legal advice from outside 

counsel and a legal opinion from the DNC that a payment would be proper i i n z d e  to the 

DNC Building Fund. If the Bank intended to disregard the Act, i t  would not have 

insisted on obtaining the DNC’s opinion and outside advice in the first place, and it 

would not have deiayed making any payment until that opinion was received. This set of 

facts demonstrates precisely the opposite of whet the FIX’S Analysis concludes: the 

Bank fully intended to comply with the Act, and specifically intended that its payment be 

made in compliance with Mr. Sandler’s opinion letter, i e . ,  that the payment be deposited 

in the DNC’s Building Fund. 

2. The DeSigNaticPN T)la The Bank c M  
The reasons why !he April 18, 1996, Purchase Requisition, and thus the 

Bank’s April 26 check, failed to reflect the Building Fund designation was explained 

above. When Ms. Diaz began filling out the Purchase Requisition on Apkl 18, she relied 

on the only information then available: Mr. Glicken’s April 1 letter. That the Bank 

personnel intended to supersede the Glicken letter information with the infometion on 

the April 24 Sandier opinion letter is reflected in the highlighted documents attached 

JJ/ FEC Analysis at S. 

wOC/l01275.1 8 
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hereto and in the fact that the DNC address used to fill orit the check was taken from the 

Sandler opinion letter. The failure o€the check to reflect payment to the Building Fund 

was, as discussed above. due to inadvertence, not any intent to violate the Act. 

3. .- Invitatioars Received 

The FEC’s conjecture that the Respondents intended to violate the Act 

appears to based on the following theory: although the Respondents were aware (through 

Mr. Sandier’s opinion letter) that any payment by the Bank must be made to the DNC 

Building Fund, they nonetheless intended :hat the payment not be used for the Building 

Fund in order to secure for Mr. Masferrer the benefits of becoming a trustee ofthe DNC. 

This theory is wholly unsupported by the facts, md makes no sense. For the FEC’s 

theory to hold, it would have to be the case that 6 )  Mr. Masferrer was interested in 

obtaining any ”personal” benefits that wodd flow h m  a payment; and (ii) that the 

Respondents were specifically aware that a payment to the DNC Building Fund, rather 

than to the DNC’s general account, would somehow negate these benefits. But the facts 

show just the opposite. Mr. Masferrer was never interested in obtaining “personal” 

benefirs, Mr. Masferrer never received, norpursued. the list of “personal benefits” of 

becoming a trustee enumerated in Mr. Giicken’s 1erter.w Moreover, nowhere has the 

FEC established that the Respondents were operating under the assumption that the 

“benefits” that Mr. Masferrer is alleged to have desired would not have been available if 

the Bank’s check had been made out to the DNC Buildiiig Fund. (Instead, counsel’s 

- 141 See note I, supra. 
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conversations with the DNC suggest that the “‘benefits” wouid have been accorded under 

either circumstance.) ‘Without this critical predicate, the FEG’s theory of intentional and 

willful violation falls apart. 

4. 

Finally, the FEC’s Analysis points to the fact that the DNC sent Mr. 

.- DldC ”Thank You” Letter 

Masferrer a “thank you“ letter dated November 15, l996,a’ and states that ‘‘no action was 

taken by the Bank to rectify any error reflected in the letter.” (FEC Analysis at 5). The 

letter was addressed to “Mr. Edward0 [sic] Masferrer. Chairmnn Hamillon Bank. The 

Ietter was sent seven months before the error regarding the DNC’s mis-deposit of the 

Bank’s check was discovered, and the Resporidents had absolutely no reason to believe 

that this letter signified that any violation d the Act may have occurred. The letter 

contained no reference to the trusteeship or benefits. Simply put, a form thank you letter 

sent to thousands of people and generated almost seven months after the BanYs check 

was issued, and seven months before the DNC’s error was discovered, C W Q ~  serve as 

evidence that the Respondents intentionally and willfully violated the Act. 

Conclusion 

For the foregoing reasons, the R.esgsnden!s request that ,the FEC conclude 

its investigation ofthis matter and issue a determination that there is no probable cause to 

believe that a violation of the Act has occurred in this instance. 

Dated: November 12,1998 

- IS/ Attached hereto as Exhibit 6. 

wDCM01275.1 io 
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Scott M. Flicker 
A. Eduardo Balmezo 
1299 Pennsylvafiia Avenue, NW 
Tenth Floor 
Washington, D.C. 20004 
(202) 508-9500 
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A ? r i l  24, 1996 

x a i n  S a i f a r t ,  
Oapucy General 
i i a a i l t o n  Bank 
3750 N.W. 8 7 t h  
Hizx i ,  Flor ida  

Esq f 
cvur.sei 

Ave. 
3 3 17G 

9 e a r  Hr. S e i f a r t :  

Pe: yoar reqU€Sr, this w i l l  c o n f i m  that it is Lawful for the 
Desozzazic Nationai Conni.ttee to accept a contriburiox to L=S 
3 u i l d l n g  Fund account from a national bank. 

se==rcr: 315(a) of the Federal E l e c t i o n  C a ~ p a i g n  A c t  of 1971 ,  as 
amended ( * 'FECA") ,  1 U.S.C. 4 4 i b ( u ) ,  provides ,  -n pertifient. par:, 
:hat: 

Ie is zn las fu l  f o r  azy naziarial bank. . . to nake a 
c o n k r i b u t i o n  or expenditure in connec t ion  w i t h  any 
election t~ any p o l i t i c a l  office. - . 
FZCA prov ides  t h a t  the term "contribution", vhen used in the 

? E a ,  is defined to exclude:  

any g i f t ,  subscr ip t ion ,  I v a n ,  advsnce or d e p o s i t  of noney 
a]: anything of value to a nat ic inal  QT State committee of 
L pclitical party apecifically des ignated  to defray  any 
cost fo r  construct ion cr purchase s i  any office f a c i l i t y  
not. acquired €or the purpose of: influencing the  election 
of any candidate  in any par t i cu lz r  e l e c t i a n  far Federal 
office. 

2 U . S . C .  9431(8)(B)(viiij. The FECI6 regulations, I1 C.F.2. S 
114 I l ( a )  ( 2 )  ( i x )  , further provide that: 

For purpasas of part 114 and section l 2 { h )  of t h e  Publ ic  
Utility Moldbng Campany Act (15 U . S . C .  7 9 1 ( h ) ) - -  . . . 
( 2 )  Tho tern contr ibut ion and expenditures shall E& inciude- - 
. . *  

( i x f  A gift, subscr ipt ion,  loan, advance, or depos'it 
of noney ar anything a? value to a national cormittee of 
2 political party or a S t a t e  committee of a p o l i t i c a l  
parry uhich is specifically designated for the purpose of 
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Hr. kcs:,n Seifaze 
A 7 z i l  2 4 ,  1996 
?ege 2 

defzaying any ccs: i n c z r i s d  w i t h  respect to t e e  
eona: ruc t lan  o r  Furchase cf any ofzjcx: f a c i l ! . t y  w h i c h  i6 
nor: acquired for rha pur~os;e  at" inflaencing the e l e c - i ~ n  
aC ar,y candidzts in a?.? parriruiar elecfion fcr fsderal 
office. . . ,, 

Tkis regulation nakes clear t1111e a pclitiral par t y  C O X . . : C T ~ ~  
zay a c c e p t  suct.. dor?acion..; t o  a building fund from a n a t i o n a l  bank,  
since s u c h  a donar- ion does n o t  c o n s r i c u c e  a i*con:rihutionis for 
p c z j 3 5 e s  0-6 ->.e Dan Cin corpcrate contributions in con~ectlon v; th  
any eleczion seZ for=h in 2 U . S . . C .  5 411b(a,l of FECA and par: 11; 
of  the Commission's r e g u l a t i o n s .  

The DP;C Building ?and is a separate bank account, i n t o  which 
+ r e  drpcui te:d  o ~ l y  c o n z r i b u t i o n s  designarec ior the "3uildip.i; 
Fund; I' and the f u n d s  . in wnich are  used only f o r  a purpose p e - T i t t e d  
by 2 U.S.C. § 4 3 1 ( f i ) ( B : ( v i i i )  and I1 C.F.R. 5 114,1(aj(2) (ix), i . e . .  
to defray the costs of purchasing the Denocratic National 
Headquarters building. Kione o f  the funds i n  t he  Eui lding  Fund are 
csed in connrczion v i t h  a n y  federal, state o r  l o c a l  election or fcr 
cny purpose W h Z t S O % V e r  otter than e5 defray the costs of the 
pcrchas inr ;  the D*mscratic. HatFonaL i ieadquarters brli lAing. 

For these reasons. a donzt inn to the DKC Building Fbnd dons 
"0:: constitute a "cor.tributioni' fox: purposes of 15 U.S.C. 791(h), 
ecccrdingly, a national banX Zay i a w f u l l y  make a donation, without 
l i m i t a t i o n  i n  amount ,  tc t h e  DNC i3r;i:ding Fund. 

Checks tc the Bui ld i .ng  F G n d  ~ h m l d  be made payable to "DNC-- 
BuLldiac; Fund." 

I t  should be n o t e d  thac aJ.1 cont-rihutio?s to t h e  DNC B u i l d i n g  
F-nd a r e  publicly d i s c l c s e d  oa t h e  reports f-lcd by the DNC v i th  
the FEC. 

It should also be noted that c o n t r i b u t i o n s .  a? tho C N t  Buildinq 

X f  you haste a3iy cl'z.?stions a r  need furfhe: i n f o r a a t i o r .  
.concerning the above, please dr, noe h e s i t a t e  =n c a n t a c t  ne a t  202- 
a 6 3 - 7  110. 

Fund are not tax-deductible. 

- .  amcere ly  yctirs, 

2%. 
/r r g  

/ - - ~ o h g p h  2 .  SanciLer 
J Generiz l  Counsr.1 

,+, c' 
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s :o be :ra:ed as .._. 

: ik: ive  for' 

3deduc:lion under 
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Income Tax-Xon'tributlons to Political Parties 4915 

For dis~llov~ancc oi ce::ain o!her casts. see secion ltZ!c!. 

J 

(Scc. Zi6i 

SEC. 276. CERTAIN INDIRCCT CONTSIBUTIONS TO POLITICAL PARTIES. 

[See. 276(a)] 

(a) DISALLOWAXCS Of DEOKTIGSS.--E~O deduction o.tewire ~ I I o w s b k  under {his Cb3pIC: shall or 

( I )  advertlsicg in a convtn;ion program ol a pol i rk i i  pafly. or in any &e: pubiicsrion i i acy 
parr a i  tEe proceeds of such publication directiy or icdi:ec;ly inures (or is inicndcd i o  inur:) 10 0: Icr 
the U S E  oi a poliiicd party or a political candidate. 

(2) admission io any dinner or program. ii any ca:t oi the proceds o f  sucn dinner or Qr0%:3= 
directly or indirect(, inures (et is intended LO inure) tu  or Cor thc usc o f 2  politicd party or a pollr;cl! 
clndidntc. or 

(3) admission to an inaugural bail. inaugural qah. inacqural parsdc, 0: i!:augural cmctrt. or IO 
any similar event which ;r, identi!ied with a political parry or a politic31 csndidrre. 

ailowed far an:.'dmount paid or iccilrred icr- 

[Sec. 276(b)] 
(b) DFir?cnlot4s.-For pu;poses of this sectian- . .  

(1) POuTfC+L P*xTY.--.The term "political pa:ty" means- 
. . _ . -  . . . . . .  . . .  - ... TA) a poliricil parry; . .- . , 

. . (E) a Xacional. Siaic. or loccll ca.mmittccaf~a~ po]iticsl part,y or . , . .. . . . 
I . .. . 

(C) a committee. association, or organization, whether in:orporsted or not. which dirtctly 
or indirectly accepts contributions (as defined in section ? f l ( b ) ( t ) )  or makc(s1 cxpenditurcr (as 
defined in sccrion 27!(bX3)) for the purpose oi influencing or attcmpring LO influence the 
seicction, nomination, or eleccian oiany individuzl to any Federal. State. or local 
oifice, or the clectior. of presidenci;l and vice.presidential electarl. w h e l k  
individual os clcc~ars are selected, nominated, or elected. 

(2) PROCEEDS LYL'RING TO OR FOR 1XE USE oP WVTICAL CAt4UlDATTW.-Procceds shall be t r e a d  ds 

(2.) such proceeds may be used directly or indirectly for the purpose of furthering his 

IS) such proceeds are not received by such candidate in the ordinnty course of a trade or 

inuring to or for the use of a politicrl candidate only il- 

candidacy for seltction, nomination, ar eiccricn to any c!cctivc public oifice. and 

business (o~hcr  than tire trade or business o i  holding clecrive public oflice). 

. ., 

ISec.2?6(3] . . 
(C) CRW &€RfXCS,-- 

For disallowance 01 ctr ta i r~ enrertainmcnr, eic.. expenses. see section 271. 

Inrcrnal R ~ v ~ R u ~  Code Sec. 276(c) 
..- 

I -  
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Mana Diu 
Senior V i e  Preaididcnt-Finance 
Hztrrilton Baii  
3750 N.W. 87th Avenue 
Miami, Florida 33 178 

Dear his. Dim: 

T h i s  wi!l address the question you r a i d  &out the conmbution made by W t o n  Bank 
to the IhnocrariC Natioriai h m n h e e  on or about Apd 30, 1996, k t?ie amount of $50,000. 

SiJlccrdy yours, 

General Couniel 

- _  
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Eduardo A. Masfencr 
Cbainnan 
Hamilton Bank NJL 
3750 N.H. 87th Avenue 
M i d ,  Rad& 33'178 

-. . 

.. . --- 



Masfcncr letter 
Page NVO 

cc: Char!esLhrsscau 
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jEduardo A. MasPerPer 
CIPairmnan 
Hamiiron WA 
3750 N.W. 87th Avenue 
Miami, ]Ronda 33178 

War Eduardo, 
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April 2 4 ,  3996 

Armin Se i fart ,  Esq.. 
Deputy General Counsel 
xamilton Bank 
3751) N,W. 87th Ave. 
M i m i ,  Florida 33178 

Dear Mr. Sei fart :  

Pa&- your raqueet, thiei w i l l  conf irm that it 28 l a w f u l  tor the 
Democratic National Cocl8litte.e to accept a contrihutaan to its 
Building Fund acCcoUnt from a national barn. 

S e t i o n  316(a) sf  the Federal Election Campaign A c t  a€ 1971, a5 
amended (*iF+ECA9e),  2 U . S . C .  § 44lb(e) provides, in partinent part, 
=hat: 

It is unlawful fer m y  national bank. . t o  make a 
contribution ox sxpmditurc in connection with any 
election co any political o f f i c e .  - . 
FECA provides t h a t  Cho term '8cantributionv', Vhen used l.n th@ 

any gift, subscription,  Isan, advance QP deposit af money 
or anything of value to a national ar Skate committee of 
E political party specificahly aeneigaarcd to defray any 
sost for construction or purchase of any affica facility 
net acquired far the purpose of influencing t h e  election 
of any candidate in any particular election f o r  Federal 
office. 

FECA, is def ined  ta e x c l u d e :  

2 1J.S.C. §431(8)(Bi(viii). The FEC's regulations, 11 C.F.R. 
114, i ( a )  ( 2 )  ( i x ) ,  further provide t h a t :  

For purparss af: part 2.14 and sestian 12(Pn3 a t  the P u b l i c  
Utility Molding Company ~ c t  (15 t1,S.C. 791(h))-- . , . 
( 2 )  The term cantr ibt ian and expenditures shall include- 

(ix) A g i f t ,  cubscr$ptioa, loan, advance, or deposit 
of money or azyythinq ob value to a narionaul esmmittee BE 
a political party or a State c.~~vni t+ee a% a pcaliticai 
party which is specifically designated for the purpoata of 

- 
. . .  
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Mr. Arnin Selfart 
AFril 2 4 ,  1996 
?age 2 

defraying any cest  ins';rred wrth reepcet to ehs 
zonstrurtion or purchase of any cffJce facility which ie 
not. acquired for the pur$z.asc of influencing the eltcriwn 

office. . e I 

T ~ L S  ragulation makes clear t h a t  a political party comma"ctec 
may accept such dimations to a building fund from a national  bank, 
sXnGa such a donatian does not cansctirute a "Cantrihutionlv f o r  
purposes of the ban i3n carpsrate co~ltriJaat.inns in comection w;th 
any e lec t ion  sac fa r5h  in 2 U . S . C .  S 141b(a! of FECA and part 114 
of the Cwmmission's regulations. 

The isNC Building Pund is a separate bank accaunt, innto which 
are drcpociitcd only son?xibutiona deoiqnsrect. far the *iauilding 
Fund, '' and the funds in which are used only for a purp~rje po-r&lttrjrd 
by 2 U.S.C. E43118)  (B) (vili) and 11 C.F.R. s P P 4 . 1 ( + 3 )  ( 2 )  (ix), 1.c . '  
to defray t h e  costs of puschasang the Democratic Nationa: 
Headquarters building. NQTW 05 tha funds in the Building Fund are 
Esed in connection sith any federal., state ar lcacel election or f o r  
cny purpose whatsoever other than t o  d e i ~ a y  the noses of the 
purchasing the Damacratic National Fieadquarters huil f l ing.  

For these reasons. a donation to the DSC Zuildinq Fund does 
20: c o n s t i t u t e  a *'coPtributiunvt far pinragsea 02 15 U . S . C .  5 791 ih) , 
eccc rd ing ly ,  a m t i a n a l  bank nay iaufully mak.e a donation, w i t h o u t  
limitation in amount,  tc ths DNC Bul:drnq Fund. 

checks tc the Building F ~ n d  sho.c,ld.be made payable t~ "DNC-- 

:t should be noted thaa a1 1 contributions to the DNC Bui ld ing  
~ v n d  are p u b l i c l y  disc1csr.d on t h e  rep art^; filed uy ?.ne DVC w i t h  
t h e  FEC. 

It shou ld  also be noted t h a t  C O n t I i b U t i o n S  Kt? t h e  CNC Building 

O f  any Caladidatf-3 in eRy QaF"-iCUlaT e l @ C t % d ? l  fOE^ ?@Ckrai  

Bu i Id in5 Fund. " 

Fund are nc)t tax-deductible. 

If you have any tpections OP need frzrther an&ormasior 
soncerning the above, please AC n o t  hesitace co c3ntact ne at 2 0 2 -  
363-7110. 

Sinc%t?y  ye'Asb:r 
n t 

/&.,../ i ,  &" ,Le'* 
~5 Jotdpti E. ~n;;ri~er. '' General tailnfiol 

. . . . .. . . , .. .. .:.II. . . .. .. ~, - . . . . . - .... 
. ~ . ,.< I : - . _ _ _ _  " ,....I >.;., . ' . . . . .  . . . ;-+ ' .  
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y e r s  under the Ftder;ii 

. .  
the tares on railri$d 

:ofan) ioreign coun tp  

n 901. or 
n e  iwiihin the meaning 

.h i p e s  to be lrezted as 

?&?I effective for 

ri+ a dedurrlon under 
?L 

For disallowance of ccrlaln other taxes. we szcaion l(u4(c). 

Amendmenu 
P.L. 88272.8 ZO?@XV: 

hmanded p n  TX Q! .rubchipicr H of chapter 1 by adding 
aennn 275 thereto. The amcndmer.t applies with rcsy.cr1 lo 
inuhle years beginning l i te r  Dccrmbr 31. I%?. 

[kc. 2761 

SEC. :z76. CERTAIN INDIRECT COMTWYBUTXONS TO POLITICAL PARTIES. 

[.k. 27Ha)l 

(n) DiSALL@wb.riCE OF D€DLX"s.-No deduczion otherwise aliowable under this chapter sht 
allowed for any amount paid or incurred for-- 

be 

(1) hdvertising in a conrterition program of a puliiical party, 0: in any other publicatioir if any 
part of the proceeds of such publication directly or indirectly inures (or is Intended to inure) to or ior 
the use of a poliricai par? or a political candidate, 

(2) admission to any dinner or prcgran:, if any w i t  of the proceeds cf such dinner or p:oZram 
directly or irdirectly inures (ar is intcnded to inure) to  or for the use of a yolitical party or a political 
candidate, or 

(3) admissicn to an ina!lgural ball. inaugural gala, inaugural parade. or inaugural concerl. or t o  
any similar event which is identified with a political party or a political candidate. 

r ~~~~ ~ i 

he!d for ihc &pose ui numinrring crndtdatrr far the oiiiccr lW3" 

[Sec. 2?6(b)i 

i Lj DEFIXITIOSS.---FOI pu:pcses of this seclion- 
< I  ) POLITiC.4L P . ~ R T ~  .-The term "political party" means-- 

r A :  e political party;* 
(B) a National. State. or ioca! committee oi a political parry; or 
(C) a committee. association. GI organization. whether incorporated or not. which directly 

or indirectly accepts coniributiorls (as defined in section 2711 bX2)) or rnake[s) 
defined in section 271(hU3)) ior the purpose of influencing or attempting 
seleciion. nomination, or cleciion of any individual to any Federal. Slate. or Ioc 
oifict. ur the election of presidential and vice.presidenttal eiectors. whet 
individual or elec;orn are selected. nominated. or elected. 

(2)  PRWEEDS 1St:RING TO OR FOR THF. USE. OF FOLITltr\L C.~SDIDhTES.-PToCeeds shall he treared as 

( A )  such proceeds may be used directly or indirectly io: the purpose of furthering hrr 

(BI such proceeds are not received by such candidate in the ordinary course of a trade or 

inuring to or ior the uie o i  a politicai candldate only if- 

candidacy for selcclion. nomination, or election to any e!ective public ofiice. and 

business ioiher than the trade or business of holding elective public office). 

[Sec. Z7Wc)l 
(cf CRO% REFERENCE - 

For disallowance of certain entertainment, etc., expenses. see section 274 

Intcrnai Revenue  Code 
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nul Chair Chrisropher J. Dodd. Grnnul Ciro:r 

November 15: I396 

Mr. Edwardo Masferrer 
Chairman 
Haririlton Bank 
3750 Norhwest 87th Avenue 
Miarni, FL 33178 

Dear Edwardo: 

I would like to thank vou for your generous suppon and tremendous efforts on behaif of 
+resident C h t o n ' s  reelectionIampriign and the Democratic Parrp. Due to Y O U i  generosity. we 
were35le to raise a fecord Dreakmg $120 million in 9996, surpasshg 1992's record by 550 
miliion. We are exnernelp grateful for your j m p o m t  role ir. helping us carry out such key 
campaig compomnts such as polliqg, media and get out the vote operations. Each of these were 
crucial KJ a successful electioil. 

I have rhoroughly enjoyed the opportunity EO work with you and thank yo0 once again for your 
tremendous efforts. 

Sincerely, 

Richard Sullivan 

-4 
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